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REASONS FOR REVIEW: Pre- Appeal Brief Request 



1 . The rejection is improper in that it mischaracterizes the primary reference 
(DILLON - US Patent 5,031,983) as teaching a modulator for all claim 
rejections. DILLON unambiguously teaches isolator ONLY - this device 
cannot have variable attenuation. 

2. The rejection is improper for combining DILLON and BISCHEL (US Patent 
6,078,704). DILLON is a magneto-optic Faraday based isolator for 
COMMUNICATIONS systems that depends upon a polarization angle within 
a waveguide to set an output while BISCHEL is a DISPLAY technology that 
teaches an electro-optic based display system that uses variable indices of 
refraction to transversely extract a picture element component. 

3. The rejection is not clear how the two disparate systems of DILLON and 
BISCHEL may be combined (assuming it is proper to combine them) and how 
specifically the combined references matches the express claim limitations. 

4. The rejection of original claims 19-36 improperly uses a new grounds of 
rejection without providing applicant with an opportunity for a new response. 



